







components of  the grammar,  though  it does not clarify the role of 
the input to grammar formation. The psycholinguistic approach, es-
pecially research of  sentence processing, reveals  learners’ prefer-
ence among processing-related  factors,  though  it does not explore 
fully the content of  the grammar. Referring to the findings  in the 
two fields,  the Autonomous  Induction Theory  (AIT, Carroll 1999), 
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